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Military Balance 


Q. We just want to start off with 
sbme foreign policy questions first. 
O.K.? 

A. All right. 

Q. And a question on arms control : 
Are we going into negotiations in a 
position of inferiority? 

A. That we are not up to the 
strength level of the Soviet Union — 

Q. Right. \ 

• A. militarily? 

;. Q. Yes. 

A. I don’t think there’s any question 
of that. The — and we have been for 
quite some time — we have fewer, for 
example, nuclear weapons. We have 
fewer warheads than we had in 1967. 
But I think in one way we’re going in 
in a stronger sense than we have in 
recent years. Because over recent 
years we’ve followed a policy of kind 
qf unilaterally disarming ana the idea 
that maybe the others would follow 
suit. 

This time, with the refurbishing of 
our military defenses we’ve been un- 
dergoing for these four years, we’re 
going to the table and they have the 
knowledge that not only are we 
Stronger than we were, even though 
we. have not caught up with them as 
yet, but they have the awareness that 
we’re determined to not allow them td 
have a superiority over us to the ex- 
tent- that our forces wouldn’t be a 
deterrent. And 1 think in that regard 
we sit down at the table with a little 
more realism than there’s been in the 
past. 

Q. Isn’t there a — statements by 
yourself during the campaign, Mr. 
President, .and by Secretary of State 
George Shultz to the effect that we 
have been able to re-establish the 
military balance in the few years and 
that otherwise we could not negotiate 
on an even basis? > 

- A. Well, I was trying to be com- 
pletely accurate here that obviously 
we have not completely caught up 
with the imbalance between us. For 
example, we have in uniform 17 divi- 
sions. They’ve got more than that on 
the Chinese border. And we, have not 
c|ught up with the naval buildup. But 
the fact that we are doing — the fact 
that there are 24 more ships, I be- 
lieve, out there, scheduled for addi- 
tion to the fleet — that is what I think 
brings us to the table. They have — 
they know our industrial power, and_ 
they know what we’ve been able to 
. achieve when we set our minds to it. 
So they know that there’s been a 
change of attitude. We are not cancel- 
ing weapons systems without getting 
anything in return. And from that 
standpoint I think this is — our wbole- 
. a|titude is different now and they can" 
Iqpk down the road and see a point at 
which they won’t have any margin of 
'superiority. And they don't have 
. enough of a margin today, I think, to 
.tempt them into a — a first strike. 


aware of this over there and are going 
to — neither one of them look to that 
third element for any kind of help or 
alliance. And, as I say, we just will 
continue to do everything we can as a 
longtime friend to see that the Philip- 
pines remain a democracy. 


Opposition in Seoul 


Q. Sir, on South Korea, let me just 
ask you, given today’s news, do you 
think that some of these Americans 
who were accompanying the opposi- 
tion leader there were, in fact, med- 
dling as 

A. Let’s just say that I think there 
was bad judgment on both sides. 

Q. You mean the Americans as well 
as the Korean officials? 

A. Yes, and it’s tended, certainly 
here in the treatment of this — it’s 
tended to hide the fact that Korea — 
South Korea — has made great 
strides in democracy — that they 
have a prosperity that is far above 
that of a great many of their neigh- 
bors in that part of the world — their 
democracy is working, and they — 
this was just, I think, some bad judg- 
ment there on both sides. 


Policy on Nicaragua 


Treaty Violations 


Q. Could we talk about Nicaragua? 
There seems to be a stalemate there. 
You’re not providing aid to the con- 
tras now. There are no negotiations 
that are going on now. What are you 
planning to do in the way of policy to 
try to get something going that might 
bring about the kind of Nicaragua 
that you would like? 

A. Well, I’m going to continue to 
ask the Congress to let us and all of 
Latin America go forward with the 
kind of program that was bom of the 
Kissinger-led commission down 
there, in which 75 percent of the help 
we offer is going to be in social and 
economic aid to try and make these 
countries more self-sufficient and 
eliminate the great poverty in so 
many of those countries by simply 
helping them become more viable 
economically, and at the same time 
giving them help apd security so that 
they’re not victims of subversion, 
particularly from outside of their own 
countries. 

'But with regard to Nicaragua, I 
~ think that we should continue to offer 
support to the people of Nicaragua 
~who have been betrayed in the revolu- 
tion that they themselves supported. 
That revolution was supposed to be — 
result in democracy. And with the — 
the assurances were riven by the peo- 
ple fighting the revolution — leading 
it. Then the Sandinistas did what Cas- 
tro before them' had; dona in - Cuba: 
Once the revolution was successful, 
they ousted from the Government — 
or any participation in the Govern- 
ment — all the other factions that 
were dedicated to democracy — and 
have instituted a totalitarian i 



How do you 

A. Well, I think that — now what 
constitutes black leadership? I have 
been meetina with an awful lot of Deo- 


been meeting with an awful lot of peo- 
ple that have -— I think, achieved 
quite some prominence in their work 
in that field. And, as I say, Roy Ennis 
of CORE, he sees this exactly the 
same way. I'm perfectly willing to 
say these same things to the people’ 
that are in the organizations where a’ 
few of the leaders seem to be, very- 
f rankly, more interested in some 
political differences than they are in 
resolving the problem. 


sile sites — that’s the type of weapon 
anymore in which there’s no way to 
restrain that from killing any number ' 
of people, Or now, as a great many 
reputable scientists are telling us, 
that such a war could just end up id no 
victory for anyone because we would 
wipe out the earth as we know it. 
And if you think back to a couple of 
natural calamities — back in the last 
century, in the 1800’s, just. natural 
phenomena from earthquakes, or, I 
mean, volcanoes t- we saw, the 
weather so changed that there , was 


Relations With Poland 


O. Mr. President, shift to a totally 
different area — Poland. Does the 
trial and the conviction of those four 
police officers and the murder of that 
Catholic priest constitute any kind of 
a step on the part of the Polish Gov- 
ernment that justified, in your mind, 
relaxing any of our sanctions or mak- 
ing any moves toward Poland to ease 
the situation and impove it? 

A. I honestly don’t think that it re- 
flects any change. I think it reflects 
something that went wrong, and the 
Government doesn’t mind throwing 
somebody to the wolves in order to 
keep the sleigh going ahead of the 
wolf pack. 


, they c 

which there was no summer. Now if 
one volcano can do that, what are we 
talking about with the whole nuclear 
exchange, the nuclear winter that 
scientists have been talking about? 
It’s possible, so I think if you have a 
defensive weapon— I don’t. think of it 
in terms of let’s put it around this 
place and that place. Let’s put it in 
such a way that those missiles aren't 
going to get to their target. 


Plan for 1988 


q. One last question, if I might, Mr. 
' President. Won’t you have to support 
George Bush in ’88? Won’t you have to 


nally, therefore no reason f 
change our policy? 


Offense vs. Defense 


Hit New York Tlmw/Paul Hcsefn* 

President Reagan during Interview yesterday in the Oval Office. 


weapons that you’ve proposed, would 
you still want to procekl with this 
Strategic Defense Initiative or would 
you be ready to cajl it off in return for 
that? 

A. No, I would want to proceed with 
what we’re doing, which is research 
to discover whether there is such a 
weapon and whether it is practical, 
feasibly, and then I myself said that 
my own view would be that if that is 
determined and we can produce such 


a weapon, that then before deploy, 
ment rd be willing to sit down, and m 


ment f d be willing to sit down, 
a sense internationalize — in other 
words, to negotiate then before there 
would be any deployment or any- 
thing, to make sure that they under- 
stood that we weren’t trying to create : 
the ability of a first strike ourselves, j 
that our goal was still the elimination f 
of nuclear weapons, and that I would * 
see that defensive weapon as another 
step in attaining that goal. ■' 

But if we can say that this virtually \ 
makes those weapons, if not obsolete, ,* 
certainly most ineffective — the nu- ] 
clear weapons — then we’ve got a | 
real reason for saying now let’s all da | 
away with them. Because wp’ve | 
come up with this defensive weapon, i 

That wrailri Al-imfaafa anv n# nm. ■* 


have insured Israel that we will never 
see them lose their qualitative edge to 
the point that they’re endangered by 
anything we do. 

Q. Do you see an opportunity, at 
this point, to push that peace initia- 
tive of yours once again? With the 
Fahd visit and other developments, is 
this the time to make another move? 

A. I’m going to talk to — we have 
another meeting coming tomorrow 
morning. I’m going to talk to him so 
that he knows that we haven’t retreat- 
ed. The fact that the events in Leba- 
non and so forth have kind of put the 
plan on ice — it was not only that. If 
you remember, there was a very defi- 
nite breaking-off of relations between 
the P.L.O. and King Hussein. Hussein 
was going forward and trying to work 
them apd then suddenly they parted 
company. Now there have been talks 
resumed, because — anyone who 
talks for the Arab side is going to 
have to be able to represent the Pales- 


q. Mr. President, taking it back to 
the question of your Strategic De- 
fense Initiative. Throughput history 
' there’s always been a question of of- 
fensive being able to overcome de- < 
fense, and it always has in the past. 
Herb we’re about to embark on the 
expenditure of a lot of money to test 
this proposition again. Why do you 
think this time the defense might be 
able to prevail over the offense? 

A. Well, all right. Let me give you a 
parallel — that I’ve used here among 
our own people. World War I — poison 
gas came into being for the first time, 
and it was horrible. In 1925 all the na- 
tions of the world met in Geneva and 
ruled out poison gas in future war. 
But by that time the gas mask had 
been developed, and gas masks have 


A. Well now, you have me between 
a rock and a hard place, because I 
have to tell you, I have said that he’s 
been the finest Vice President l ever 
have any recollection of. He’s been an 
integral part of everything that we’re 
doing.* I’ve always had the feeling. I 
had it about a Lieutenant Governor in 
California when I was Governor 
there. The Vice President shouldn’t 


: ;q. On the subject of arms control 
treaty violations, you and your Ad- 
ministration have said for several 
years that the Soviets are violating 
these treaties. A, what do you intend 
to do about that and B, would you sign 
treaties in the future without clearing 
up those matters? 

A. Well, I think all of that is part of 
what has to be negotiated and prob- 
ably under the cap of — the part of the 
negotiations that’ll be yith verifiabil- 
ity. In other words, it’s not enough to 
have an agreement, it’s got to be a 
, verifiable agreement. And some of 
the violations that they’re doing are 
"violations of what had previously 
been negotiated as the right of each 
one of us to know about the other. The 
’ encrypting of the signals that some of 
their nuclear tests would do and ordi- 
narily we would be able, simply elec- 
* tronically, to have the facts that it 
whs agreed upon we should have — 
both sides should have. But then they 


And what the Nicaraguan people: 
want is the revolution they fought for. 
And 1 think they are entitled to have 


That would eliminate any of the pro- - 
tests that some of the people on the 
Soviet side have made that we’re 
seeking a first strike capability. I 
don’t think anyone could honestly be- 
lieve that the United States is inter- 
ested in such a thing or ever would 
put itself in that position. 


their rights. And so what we’re trying 
to talk about — we’re hoping that this 
can now come to the point that there 
can be direct negotiations. 

Q. Do you put any limit on who can 
“resent the Palestinians? 

Well, it’s more or less has to be 




. it. 


Q. So support to the people of Nica- . 
ragua is support to the contras? Or 
what? 

A. Well, they certainly are part of 
the people, and they were part of the 
revolution in many instances. The 
thing that so many people that are ar- 
guing against this don’t seem to be 
aware of — the difference, for exam- 
ple, Nicaragua and El Salvador. El 
Salvador now, after several election^, 
is a Government that is striving for 
democracy that was chosen by the 
people. And the people trying to over- 
throw — the guerrillas in El Salvador 
— are trying to overthrow a Govern- 
ment that the majority of the people 
elected. In Nicaragua, the so-called 
Sandinista Government is a Govern- 


Deiense is independent of whatever 
agreement is reached — - 
A. That’s right. 

q. - on offensive weapons? 

A. Because it’s not in violation of 
the ABM treaty, and they have been 
conducting — you know, who are they 
kidding? They’ve been conducting re- 
search in this sort of thing for a Tong 
time. And they already have far be- 
yond anything we have, and we be- 
lieve in violation of the ABM treaty of 
that kind of defense. And we’re seek- 
ing a nonnuclear weapon that could 
render these weapons obsolete; 


Hussein, as to whether they woulc 
permit him, or whether they wifi 
want direct representation, and then 1 
think with the Israelis the issue 
comes up, then — will whoever repre- 
sents the Palestinians be willing to 


just about every army 
ever since 1925. We haven’t thrown 
the masks away. But now we’re talk- 
ing about a weapon that has been de-. 
veloped for which there is no defense 
whatsoever. The only program we 
have is MAD *— Mutual Assured De* 
struction. And why don’t we have 
MAS instead — Mutual Assured Se- 
curity. 

Now we all know how to make that 
weapon. Suppose we were so success- 
ful at the arms talks that we all 
agreed to do away with it, just as we 
agreed to do away withj>oison ga?. 
And the years go by, but we all know 
how to make it. You Can’t take out of 
your mind the knowledge that we now> 
have. And sometime in a time of 
' stress 4- and whether it’s two great 
countries or some other country- — 


to De called off the bench. He i 

be like an executive vice president in 
a corporation or a business. You use 
him. And he’s been all of those things. 
But, at the same time in this job, you 
are titular head of the party and as 
such you’ve kind of got a responsibil- 
ity to let the party function and make 
its decisions. Now it’s not an easy 
thing for me to think about, but 1 have 
to keep that in mind. 

q. So you won’t support him under 
any circumstances? 

A. What? 

q. You won’t endorse him under 
any circumstances? 

A. Let me just say it’s a decision I 
have said — 1 know must be made and 


like Scarlett O’Hara, I’ll 
about it tomorrow. 

q. Don’t your comments almost 
make him a logical succesor to you? 
A, What? , ; ‘ 

q. I mean, your praise of him and 
the performance of the office, doesn’t 
that make him a logical successor? 

A. Well, I have to say that — if any- 
one was a voter, in considering, they 

wnuM havA tn racnani 7A who’s h ah 


would have to recognize who’s had 
the most contact with what’s going ( 


somebody is going to say, just as they 
have in recent years, maybe it would 


rael to exist as 
great sticking point. It’s why we can- 
not enter into any negotiations with 
the Palestinians — the P.L.O. — as 
long as they say that. How do you talk, 
to a country and say to a country, 
“You should neogitate with these peo- 
ple,’’ when “these people” say, “We 
don’t recognize that country’s right to 
exist”? 

Middle East Revue 


Relations With Cuba 


• hive been encrypting so that we don’t 
gef that full information from a test. 
Ahd all of these will be part of the ne- 
gotiations. 

Q. Do those violations block the pos- 
sibility of another agreement until 
they are cleared up? 

A. Now we get into the area of the 
. actual negotiating, and I don’t think I 


by the people. And it has directly con- 
travened the principles of the revolu- 


q. Sir, just — excuse me — beckon 
Latin America — Fidel Castro said 
recently that he saw possibilities for 
improving relations with the U.S. Do 
you see any possibility of a U.S. — of 
you or the Government improving 
relations with Castro? 


particular facets oi „ 

• to do, what are we going to offer, what 
’ are we going to trade. I don’t think 
.that should be voiced in advance. 


Outlook for Philippines 


q. Mr. President, to shift to another 
subject, there are people in Congress 
who are talking about the situation in 
the Philippines with the opposition 
parties in turmoil there, with the 
Communist insurrection, they’re say. 

' irig that the Philippines is our next 
Iran, do you see the Philippines that 
way? Do you agree? 

A. I certainly hope not. We’re 
trying to be as helpful as we can in 
that situation. The Philippines — the 
" United States certainly has a close 
relationship and alliance over the 
years, and we’ve got a good relation- 
ship with President Marcos. Now, we 
- realize there is an opposition party 
■ that we believe is also pledged to 
. democracy. We also are aware that 
there is another element in the Philip- 
. pines that has Communist support 
• and backing. What we are hopeful of 
is that the democratic processes will 
take place, and even if there is a | 


tion they were fighting, and I think 
there’s every reason for the contras 
to be representing those who continue 
to strive for the democracy, which 
they fought a revolution to get. 

Q. Are you talking about a funda- 
mental change in the Nicaraguan 
Government? Or can they do things 
incrementally? Can they, for exam- 
ple, ease up on press freedom, or can 
they provide more press freedom, or 
can they provide certain steps that 
you might think would be acceptable 1 
without making a fundamental 
change in their government? 

A. Well, Gerry, I don’t know what, 
when we talk about this, are we talk- 
ing about the people that are in the 
Government? Who form the Govern- 
ment? If it’s the people, obviously 
those who have grabbed power are 


cause we’ve heard this before. Early 
in my Administration there were sig- 
nals sent of this kind, and we took 
them up on it, and we tried to have 
some meetings with them and noth- 
ing came of it Their words — they’re 
never backed by deeds. There are 


q. As part of the comprehensive re- 
view that you’re doing on the Middle 
East t are you thinking of connecting 
arms sales to the peace process? 

A. Well, we have — you know, there 
have been, we have made some arms 
sales in a number of instances. Actu- 
ally. Yriiat I feel is necessary is — this 
is a part of convincing the Arabs that * 
we do sincerely intend to be their 
friends also. That we’re not in any 
way an opponent. 


be handy for us to produce a few of 
these things. And you wouldn’t be 
able to tell if they had or not. But at 
least your security would be your own 
kind of gas mask — that if somebody 
does cheat, after you’ve tried to 
eliminate them, and comes up with 
those, you’d have a weapon in which 
you could knock them clown, just as 
i today, you could put on the gas mask 
; if somebody cheats and decides to use 
poison gas. 

So I think it would Be well worth 
having, and then, of course, there's' 
the possibility that you can’t get 
everybody to eliminate those weap- 
ons, as we’re seeking to do, and there- 
: fore you have made a — through de- 
fense, you’ve changed - the whole 
ratio. The opponents might want to be 
expansionist and resort to vyar — has 
to say in the face of that .defensive 
weapon — how many of these things 
do I nave to have before I can be sure 
that enough get through that they 
won’t be able to blow me out of the 
water.. 


Contacts With Blacks 


very simple things that they can do to 
' ' — ’at they ’ ’ 


Q. Mr. President, on the question of 
black leaders, you’ve criticized black 
leaders recently as — as representing 
a special interest and being con- 


Extent of ‘Star Wars*. 


indicate that they were ready to 
change. 


tions. Assuming that t! 


Policy in Middle East 


true, how do you. then plan to keep in 
"the black community in 


q. On the Middle East, Mr. Presi- 
dent, do you expect a current review 
of the arms-sale policy to result in 
some kind of change in U.S. policy in 
the region? 

A. Well now, you're asking about 


going to want to give it up. That’s 
typical of totalitarian . As for the 
other part — all the Sandinistas would 
have to do is go back to what they 
themselves participated in — promis- 
ing to the Organization of American 
States that they wanted democracy, 
they wanted free voting, they wanted 
free labor unions, they wanted a free 
press — and, subject themselves, or 
submit themselves, I should say, and 
anyone else who chooses to, to the will 
of the people, by way of elections and 
voting. 

Q. Sir, let me ask you, on the con- 
tras question, what form of aid should 
this take in terms of helping the con- 
tras? I mean, how do we propose to 
help the contras? 

A. Well, I think what we — I still be- 


q. The Middle East. 

A. In arms policies, though, 
q. Yes, you’re conducting a review 

of arms 

A. Yes. 


... - — I they’i , 

cratic in its principles. 1 think it f desirable. And so, once you say that, 


would be a disaster for all of us if, out 
of the friction between those two par- 
ties, the third element, the Commu- 
' nist element, should get in, because 
' we know that their result is always to- 
: talitarian. 


then there are some limits as to what 
you can specify. 

Q. Right. I understand. 


Missile Defense Plan 


Q. Do you feel there are certain 
steps that should Be taken in order to 

S vent that from happening, either 
the £ovemmerit or by the opposi- 

A. f^ibpe that boti? parties are 


Q. Mr. President, to go back to the 
issue of arms control and particularly 
to your Strategic Defense Initiative, 
if, in the Geneva negotiations, the 
Soviets were to agree to go along with 
- the deep reductions in offensive 


Q. — policy. 

A. What we feel — I’m still dedi- 
cated, to that Sept. 1, 1982, provision of 
a negotiated peace. I don’t believe it 
can be achieved without King Hussein 
of Jordan, and with of at least with 
the permission of the Palestinians, 
representing them in direct negotia- 
tions with the Israelis. And what we 
— we are prepared to be of whatever 
help we can be. We’re not seeking to 
impose a settlement on anyone. We 
haven’t got some plan of how it must 
-be worked out. 

But I feel that we have to make the 
moderate Arab states recognize that 
we can be their friend as well as the 
friend of Israel. And this could be 
helpful in our trying to be of help in 
peace negotiations. And part of this 
would be — they're under threat — 
there’s a war going on just minutes 
away from them by air. The Soviet 
Union is — with its invasion of Af- 
ghanistan has made it evident that 
the Middle East can’t rule out the pos- 
sibility of expansionism on the part of 
the Soviets there. And w® think that 
-they’re entitled to som^ defensive 
-weapons also. At the same time, we 


touch with . . 

_ general if you’re not doing it through 
these black leaders? 

A. Very willing to do it through 
those ana tried. And there were meet- 
ings here, and they came to naught. 
What I said there is a general thing 
that I was saying, not about all — be- 
cause there are leaders of quite 
prominent black groups, like Roy 
Innis of CORE, who is — agrees coin* 
pletely with what I said. 

But I think it is something that hap- 
pens even in government bureaucra- 
cies — that are - set up to solve a cer- 
tain problem. But once the bureau- 
cracy is set up, it never quite wants to 
admit that the problem has, been 
solved because there’s no longer any 
need for the bureaucracy. Anal think 
that there is some element of this. If 
— and we’ve — see, I’ve just lived 
longer than the rest of you. 

I remember when things were very 
much different — hot from reading 
about them, from seeing them. And I 
think that there is an unwillingness on 
the part of some leaders to bring to 
the attention or remind the people 
they represent how much progress 
has been made, because — and again, 
as I say, because if you do, they might 
then say, well, then, what are we still 
organized for? 

Now, granted, we have not totally 
eliminated all the problems. There 
are a lot of us that are still heart and 
soul for continuing. But the progress 
that we’ve' made is such that there is 
no reason anymore to try to keep a 
group in existence on the basis of ani- 
mus, anger and others. 

q. Well, how do you really get that 
message to the black commhAity if 
you don’t deal with black leaders? 


q. Mr. President, you’ve talked at 
times of two different kinds of a de- 
fense. 0ne| defending cities, the 
whole population. Somebody referred 
to it as an Astrodome defense, so to 
speak. And you seem now to be talk- 
ing about a defense that would be 
around our missiles. Which is it? . 

A. I want a defense that simply 
says that if somebody starts pushing 
the button on those weapons, we’ve 

E a good chance of keeping all or at 
st the bulk of them from getting to 
the target; Because if it’s around mis- 


Reagan Getting Shots] 
To Combat Allergies 


Special to Th* New York Time* a 

WASHINGTON, Feb. 11. — Presi- 
dent Reagan said today that hS had 
completed a set of shots to combat 
naggiiig allergies that have plagued 
him for a number of years. 

The treatment is designed to im- 
prove, .the body’s tolerance against a 
particular allergy and produces cold- 
like symptons. Mr. Reagan sounded 
as if .he was recovering from a cold 
dumg*an interview with The New 
York Times. 

The President explained that he 
had suffered from allergies for some 
time and had viewed them as psy- 
chosomatic at first. “I always looked 
down my nose at them,” he said, add- 
ing |nat he regarded them as some- 
thing that occurred only during ‘ ‘brief 


How to answer 
box number adver-i 
tisements inThe 
New York Times 


Address your reply to the box number 
given in the advertisement and add 
New York, N.Y. 10108. 


Please include in your reply only 
material that will fit into a regular 
business envelope, the New York ' 
Times does not have facilities for 
handling packages, samples, rolls of 
blueprints, plans, etc. We suggest 
that in your original answer, you offer 
to forward such material on request. ■ 


periods in the spring.” 

gut when he went to Sacramento in 
1966 to begin his first term as Gover- 
nor of California, he said, he was suf- 
fering so much that his wife, Nancy, 
convinced him he should do some- 
thing about the problem. 

■Tests showed, "he said, that lie was 
allergic to several things, including 
house dusts and some products used 
to make upholstery. He said that 
under the treatment he waS receiving 
he was injected with substances that 
trigger the allergies in the hope of 
building up his tolerance against 
them. 


, The White House spokesman, 
Larry Speakes, said the President 
had taken the shots on a regular 
basis, although he did not know how 
frequently. 
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